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Fred Carpenter, Chairman , called the meeting to order at 10:05 am.
Approva of Minutes of February 27, 2001 Minutes

Turning to the first order of business, Chairman Carpenter asked if there were any changes or
amendmerts to the meeting minutes. Chuck Eaton moved to gpprove the minutes, with John
Siefert seconding. The minutes were subsequently gpproved by unanimous voice vote.

C4dl to the Audience

Chairman Carpenter noted that he had received no request to speak cards from the audience.

Transportation Manager’ s Report

Turning to the next order of busness, Charman Carpenter introduced MAG Transportation
Manager, Eric Anderson who gave the Transportation Manager’s report. Mr. Anderson noted
that among the items to be considered by the Regiond Council at their Wednesday, March 28,
2001 meeting were gpproving the Update of the MAG Transportation Improvement Program and
the MAG Long Range Trangportation Plan for Conformity Anayss.

Mr. Andersontold the Committee that the externd travel survey being undertakenby MAG would
be on April agendaof the Trangportation Review Committee. He aso briefed the Committee on
the other activities being undertaken by MAG induding an east-west corridor study and the
upcoming federal triennid certification review. Mr. Anderson noted that the review would be
conducted over atwo day period in mid April and would examine dl aspects of MAG's planning
and program management.

Other activities summarized by Mr. Andersonincluded the ongoing HOV/HOT Lane study being
conducted by MAG that updates the exiging HOV Plan and will assess the potentia of angle
occupant vehicle tolling on the existing and proposed regiond HOV system. Mr. Anderson aso
briefed the Committee on the ederly mobility project being coordinated by Suzanne Quigley of
MAG's Human Services Divison. He noted that this project would include forums with the
American Association of Retired Persons (AARP), ADOT, and the Sun Cities communities that
would ook at the mobility needs of the elderly and the safety issuesassociated with elderly drivers.
He encouraged the Committee members to participate in the forums noting the issues being
discussed will become critica concerns as the region’s elderly population continues to expand.

Report on the MAG Freeway Program

Turning to the next order of business, Chairman Carpenter introduced Eric Andersonof MAG who
briefed the Committee on the MAG Freeway program. Mr. Anderson noted that he would be



presenting this report to the Regiond Council at their meeting on Wednesday. He told the
Committeethat the February revenue collectionwasup 7.9 percent fromthe same period last year.
He noted that the growth in sales tax revenues had declined to 3 percent due to the dowing
economy but had recently rebounded to 7.9 percent growth. Mr. Anderson noted that the revenue
projections used in the freeway program were fairly conservative so some softening of sales tax
revenues can be accommodated.

Mr. Anderson told the Committee that the Sart of the Gilbert - Higley Road segment of the Loop
202 project had been delayed two months due to archaeologica issues but it could be completed
onschedule. He dso noted that construction of the last section of SR 51 had been advanced two
months. Mr. Anderson told the Committee that construction of the Pecos Road portion of the
Santan/I-10 T1 was under construction.

Citing the risng cost of acquiring freeway right-of-way resulting from the region’s booming land
development, Mr. Anderson noted that mitigating increases in ROW costs must be a priority.
MAG gaff will be megting with ADOT and will be reconvening the Right of Way stakeholders

group.

Approva of Consent Agenda

Turningtothe next order of business, Chairman Carpenter asked if there were any requeststo hear

the itemon the consent agenda. Paul Ward told the Committee that the Errata Sheetsfor the Draft

FY 2002-2006 Transportation Improvement Program (T1P) were now avalable onMAG’ s web

gte. He noted that they were il addressing technica problemsthat had so far prevented them
fromgetting the actual Draft TIP on the web site. Bryan Patterson noted that the M cQueen Road

project that would widentheroadway from Queen Creek Road to Pecos Road was listed as being

deferred. He asked for daification from Mr. Ward, noting that this project would need to be
completed before the Santan Freeway construction began in that area. As the project was a
Maricopa County project, Chris Plumb told Mr. Patterson that he could check the status of the

project. He noted that the project was being deferred by MCDOT due to budget condraints. He
aso told the Committee that the McQueen Road project was a four lane, and not a five lane

project. Mr. Ward noted that the project isidentified as having four through lanesand a center turn
lane.

Mr. Ward a so noted that changeslisted on Errata Sheet Two arein addition to changes made on
Errata Sheet One. Mr. Patterson restated his strong objection to the deferra of the McQueen
Road project.

Interim Close Out of the FY 2001 MAG Federa Funded Program

Turning to the next order of business, Chairman Carpenter caled agan on Paul Ward of MAG



gaff who briefed the Committee on the interim close out of the FY 2001 MAG federal funded
program. Mr. Ward noted that therewere gpproximately $71 million in availablefedera fundsand
$70 millionin projects programmed for the current federal fiscd year (FY 2001) and thendirected
the Committee' s attention to attachment one, which was a list of current year projects requested
for carry forward to FY 2002. He observed that, of the seventeen projects that have been
requested for carry forward, five were requesting to be carried forward for asecond year inarow.
Mr. Ward noted that the closeout guidelines specificaly alow projects to be carried forward for
one time only and so this current request raisesa policy issue. He reported that he would bring the
carry forward requests back to the Committee at their April meeting.

Mr. Ward thendigtributed two additiona handouts. He noted that lis 2B isidentified inthe agenda
asligone. Mr. Ward stated that list 2B contains the programmed projectsthat can potentialy use
the uncommitted, re-distributed, or carry forward obligation authority (OA) expected to be
available during the close out of FY 2001. He noted that list 2A isidentified in the agendaaslist
two. This lig contains currently un-programmed projects, induding those projects that were
recommended by MAG gaff for funding but which were deleted by the Committee during the
“gpecid” programming process in January and February.

Chairman Carpenter asked if the projects recommended to be carried forward wereindanger of
logng fundsif they were not carried forward.. Mr. Ward replied that the reason member agencies
request to carry projects forward is when there is doubt that they can complete the federa
development process in time. Under MAG guiddines there is no guarantee that projects are
automatically dlowed to carry forward, o if they are not carried forward and if they are unable
to complete the development process by the end of the federd fiscd year, they may indeed lose
funding. He continued to add that such projects had dways been carried forward in the past. Jm
Book noted that Glendale had requested that their projects be deferred even though they are
working to obligate the projectsfor thisyear. He noted that ADOT deays could prevent obligation
of the funds for this year so the carry forward request was a contingency.

Mr. Ward observed tha there were more federa funds (and therefore more projects) going
through the process than in previous years. He noted that Glendae s I TS projects did not affect
MAG's conformity determination since they did not add lanesand so could possibly be regarded
as contingency carry forward projects. Mr. Ward aso noted that MAG usualy develops a
contingency list of projects to accommodate additional OA.

John Siefert noted that Phoenix’ sbicycde underpass project was very complex to design due to the
presence of both a high tenson eectrica transmisson line and a flood control facility. Bryan
Patterson noted that it might be possible to loanthe OA to ADOT and berepaid in the next year.
Mr. Ward observed that it was not likely that they would lose any federa funds since it was
possible to over-commit the avalable OA to the regiond freeway system projects. Mr. Ward
added that he was trying to identify possble methods to utilize the potentidly uncommitted funds
and that there are many different options.



Refearingtothelig 2B, Mr. Ward noted that there were opportunitiesto accel erate some FY 2002
projects to take advantage of the redistributed or uncommited OA. This included assigning
additiond federa funds to the freeway program or to the purchase of street sweepers. He
cautioned that accelerating projects from the outer years of the TIP did not necessarily free up
federal fundsin FY 2002.

Chairman Carpenter asked if the Committee would have an opportunity to revigt thisissue at thar
April meeting and Mr. Ward agreed that was the preferred timetable. David Moody noted that
adding additiond projectsto the TIP could throw it out of balance. Mr. Ward replied that some
sort of funding exchange with ADOT might be required to keep things in balance. He noted that
there may be in the neighborhood of $5 million in projects next year carried forward to FY 2003
and this would alow the current expected $14 million in projects to be spread over the first few
years of the TIP.

Michadl Powell asked if Mr. Ward would consider other projects besides those listed on 2B for
additiona or uncommitted obligation authority. Mr. Ward said that new planning, design or study
projects might work but that construction projectswere unlikdly to work due to the length of time
needed to develop them to the obligation leve.

Observing that Chandler was in the process of selecting a consultant for it's MIS project, Bryan
Patterson noted that the $250,000 programmed for the project could be obligated this year. Ron
Krogting asked if the Southeast transportationstudy wasincduded inthe list. Mr. Ward replied that
it was not included at the current time, but could be added. Mr. Krosting observed that he would
like to see some of this money obligated to this project. He noted that in the past the Committee
had dways had a surplus so he didn’t see a problemwith over programming the funds. Mr. Ward
pointed out that alot of federdly funded projects were being carried forward and this could make
it difficult to fund other projectsin future years.

Regiona Transportation Plan Update

CharmanCarpenter thanked Mr. Ward for his presentation. Turning to thenext order of business,
he introduced Eric Anderson who briefed the Committee on the status of the Regiona
Transportation Plan project. Mr. Anderson noted that four of the five expert pand forums being
hosted by MAG had been completed. He remarked that the pandlists had been good and had
identified many themes that had sgnificant to the region. These included the region’s changing
ethnic mix, the impact of working women on trip patterns and volumes, the importance of quaity
of life in attracting and retaining both industry and a skilled workforce, and the need to consider
water resources in modding future development patterns.

Mr. Anderson told the Committee that the last forum would be held on Friday, March 30" and

would look at transportation technology. He noted that the moderator for that sesson would be
Rick Rlgrimof BRW, Inc. Mr. Anderson told the Committeethat Friday’ s panelistswouldinclude
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Robert Skinner, J., of the Transportation Review Board, Tom Larwin of the San Diego
Metropolitan Trangt Development Board, Dr. PituMirchandani of the University of Arizona, Mo
Garfinkle, anationaly recognized aviation consultant, and Robert McQueenof PBS & J. He noted
that the pandistswould be discussing exiging and proposed transportation technol ogiesthat could
have a 9gnificant impact on the region in the coming years.

Mr. Andersontold the Committee that the panels are being videotaped and once edited thesetapes
will be available for distribution. He noted that in addition to the videos, the consultant was
preparing issue papers organized around the themes of the five forums. Mr. Anderson told the
Committee that with the conclusion of the forum series the next big push would be a series of
eleven focus groups that will be conducted in May to gain input that will be used to define the
vaues, gods and objectives of the regiond transportation plan. Another activity that will also take
place in May would be a telephone atitude survey of valley resdents. Mr. Anderson noted that
as part of the development of the survey, the consultant was doing an extensive review of existing
and in-progress surveys undertakenby MAG and itsmember agencies. Theattitude survey would
a so feed into the development of the regiona vaues, gods and objectives. Hetold the Committee
that it was important that they be involved in this process,

Governor'sVison 21 Task Force

Turning to the next order of business, Chairman Carpenter asked Eric Anderson to brief the
Committee on the activities of the Governor’'s Transportation Vison 21 Task Force. Mr.
Anderson digributed a handout to the Committee members that summarized the draft
recommendations of the Task Force. He noted that there had been some minor word smithing
done to the recommendations since the handout was devel oped.

Mr. Anderson told the Committee that he had concerns regarding some of the Task Force's
recommendations but aso noted that there were some nuggets including an emphasis on
performance based planning. He noted that the roads of regiond sgnificance described by the
Task Force were smilar to the system adopted by MAG in 1995-96. Mr. Anderson told the
Committee that the Task Force had aso recommended that better coordination occur between
local land use plans.

He noted that Glendale Mayor Elaine Scruggs had been extremely voca regarding the potentia
adverseimpact of the Task Force' s recommendations on Glenda € s downtown area. Chairman
Carpenter asked if the Roads of Regiond Significance defined by the Task Force differed from
those adopted by MAG. Mr. Anderson replied that they did. Ken Driggsasked who defined the
roads for the Task Force. Mr. Anderson replied that he did not know who had devel oped the
system that was the basis of the Task Force recommendation. Mr. Driggs noted that he had
attended the Task Force meeting and fdt that the group had not made the case for their
recommendetions.



11.

Mr. Anderson observed that in planning, one 9ze does nat fit dl. He noted that he had heard
gmilar sentiments from the loca communities. Mr. Anderson told the Committee that the Task
Force aso recommended a reorganization of the State Transportation Board. The new board
would have at large members and a support staff separate from ADOT. He noted that the Task
Force dso recommended creating another layer of regionad government through the establishment
of trangportation didtricts with taxing authority. Mr. Anderson observed that the County
Supervisorssupported this recommendation, one of the only unitsof government doing so, and that
the Board my see themselves as filling that roll in Maricopa County. Ken Driggs asked Chris
Plumb is this recommendation was supported by MCDOT. Mr. Plumb replied that the Board of
Supervisors were pushing the idea but they had not included MCDOT in the discussion other than
to ask for their opinion on the recommendation.

Mr. Anderson noted that MCDOT director Tom Buick had appeared on KAET-TV’sHorizon
Show and had voiced support. Mr. Plumb replied that Mr. Buick could not go on the record

opposing the Supervisors.

Mr. Anderson told the Committee that the Task Force' s recommendations would be presented
at a series of public hearings around the state prior to being submitted to the Governor for her
condderation and possible action. He noted that the Task Force was dso cdling for a satewide
sdes tax to provide funding for regiond transportation projects. Mr. Anderson observed that the
proposed Trangportation Digtrictswould be respongible for developing and mantaining the Roads
of Regiona Significanceand the express bus syssem. The digtricts would have taxing authority to
raiserevenue to meet these responsbilities. He noted that a cost had not yet been devel oped for
the Task Force' s proposed roads of regiona sgnificance systembut observed that the proposed
cogt of the MAG' s smilar system would be between $2 to 4 hillion.

CANAMEX Corridor Resolution

Turning to the next order of business, the Chairman introduced Chris VVoigt of MAG who briefed
the Committee on the proposed resolution defining a CANAMEX corridor inMaricopa County.
Mr. Voigt summarized how the resolution was devel oped.

Mr. Voigt noted that the study was initiated as ajoint MAG-ADOT project in late 1999. Joint
consultation has been conducted throughout the study. A master list of alternatives and draft
technical evauation criteria were reviewed at the firs Agency Forum for the project, hed in
November 1999. He told the Committee that eight aternatives were short-listed for detailed
evaduationagaing theagreed criteria, whichwere: cog, travel time, length of route, level of service,
access to regiond freight terminds, congtructability, safety, environmental impact, impactsto Title
VI/Environmenta Justice Populaions, and mgor community impacts.

Mr. Voigt noted that data for the evaluation of each of the eight short-listed dternative routes were
compiled by a consultant, Kimley-Horn and Associates of Tucson, who were contracted by
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ADQT. Kimley-Horndid not gather datafor thecriterion "Mgor Community Impacts', whichwas
to be assessed usang feedback obtained during consultation from the public and agency
stakeholders. A matrix presenting the Kimley-Horn results, taken fromtheir report, was presented.

Mr. Vaigt informed the Committee that copies of the Kimley-Horn study were avalable to any
Committee members that requested one. Chris Plumb noted that the copies of the Kimley-Horn
report that MCDOT had were missng pages. Mr. Voigt noted that no other recipient of the report
had indicated such errors, but would provide an additiona copy to Mr. Plumb.

Mr. Voigt noted that adraft resol utionfor the future designation of the corridor withinthe Maricopa
region was presented to the MAG Transportation Review Committee in October 2000, and was
later approved by the Regiond Council on November 1, 2000. The recommendationwasfor the
future designation of the corridor to indude 1-8, SR 85 and the Wickenburg Bypass. The
connection between SR 85 and the Wickenburg Bypass was to be determined following further
review and consultation, but constrained to alocation outside of the ar qudity nonattainment area.
Hetold the Committeethat the options for the connection were Eagle Eye Road (at the request of
the County), Wickenburg Road / Vulture Mine Road, and Sun Valey Parkway. Mr. Voigt noted
that the Regiona Council indicated that the additional review and consultation should be completed
as soon as possible.

Mr. Voigt related how MAG, working with ADOT and, as the owner of the three facilities under
considerationfor the connection, MCDOT, conducted that additiona review and consultationover
the period December 2000 to March 2001. He noted that a Joint Agency Forum was hdd in
Buckeye in December 2000, and meetings a their request withlocal development representatives
were hdd in January and February 2001. Additiondly, staff meetingsbetweenMAG, ADOT, and
MCDOT were dso held throughout this period.

Mr. Voigt told the Committee that the Arizona State Land Department had indicated that they
opposed designation of the Sun Valey Parkway and recommended that one of the dternatives to
the west be selected instead. He noted that the Bureau of Land Management and ArizonaGame
and Fish Department both indicated potentia environmenta issues with al three dternatives.
Support for agenerd dignment in the vicinity of the Wickenburg Road / Vulture Mine Road was
received from the Town of Wickenburg (Mayor, Vice-Mayor and staff).

Mr. Voigt noted that MAG and ADOT both considered Eagle Eye Road to be not feasble
because of its added travel distance. Consdering strong opposition from loca eected
representatives for the Town of Buckeye, induding the Mayor and Council, Town of Buckeye
daff, and locd landowners, the Sun Valley Parkway was a so determined to be not feasble under
the "Mgor Community Impacts’ criterion established in November 1999. Mr. Voigt observed
that, based on the additional feedback recelved, a recommendation, contained in the draft
resolution, was developed by MAG for the connecting segment to be an dignment in the generd
vicinity of Wickenburg Road / VVulture Mine Road.
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Mr. Voigt noted that the draft resolution also states that the Wickenburg Road / Vulture Mine
Road shdl not be become digible as a state route unless and until its right of way acquisition,
design, construction and operation have been fully funded. Given current funding condraints,
congtruction of the corridor is expected to be along term initiative.

He aso noted that the draft resolution additiondly eiminates the Sun Valey Parkway and Eagle
Eye Road from further consideration for designation as part of the CANAMEX Corridor. This
isintended to provide the necessary certainty regarding the designationfor stakeholders for those
routes.

Mr. Voigt told the Committee that the recommended designation for an dignment in the generd
vianity of Wickenburg Road / Vulture Mine Road dlows for further detailed engineering and
environmentd studies to be conducted as funding dlows and loca planning needs dictate. He
noted that MCDOT indicated adesire to conduct this additional detailed sudy. ADOT would also
support additiona study but was neutra on the draft resolution.

Mr. PFlumb indicated opposition to the draft resolution and a preference for further study of
dternatives induding the Sun Valey Parkway and Loop 303 before any recommendation for
designation of the corridor wasto be made. He dso indicated however that should ADOT decide
tofund the necessary upgrade of Wickenburg Road/ \Vulture Mine Road to appropriatestandards,
MCDOT would not opposeit for desgnationas part of the CANAMEX Corridor. He noted that
MCDOT had transmitted aletter to MAG regarding their opposition to the designation, but that
letter had not been received by MAG gaff involved in the project at the time of the meeting of the
TRC. Chuck Eaton of ADQOT indicated that they had no funding available at thistimefor upgrades
and would support further study.

David Moody asked if it would be appropriate for the resolution to include an environmenta
assessment of the corridor. Mr. Eaton replied that it would be premature since funding was not
currently available to consgtruct the corridor.

There being no further discusson, the Chairman asked for amotion. Joe Blanton made amotion,
seconded by Jim Book, to approve aresolution for the designation of the CANAMEX Corridor
within the MAG region. The subsequent voice vote was seventeen voting in favor, Chris Flumb
representing Maricopa County vating in oppostion, and Chuck Eaton representing ADOT
abgtaning.

Possible Changes to the Regional Transportation |mprovement Program Devel opment Process

Turning to the next order of business, the Chairman once again introduced Paul Ward of MAG
who briefed the Committee onthe need for Sreamlining the Trangportation Improvement Program
(TIP) development process and garting it earlier. He noted that the main benefit of accelerating the
process would be to improve review and input from modal technica advisory committees. Mr.
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Ward also told the Committee about proposed changes to the annua update to the MAG
Management Systems Report that would make the report more useful to members and to make
it anintegrd part of the TIP application process.

Mr. Ward noted that one option for the Management Systems Report could be to start its
deveopment two months earlier than current practice. Other changes could include the
introduction of regiond emphass areas adopted by the Regiond Council each year that would
guide project sdection. Mr. Ward stated that improvements were needed in the Congestion
Management System (CMS) and CMAQ rating systems. He noted that the CM S rating system
had not been used much for the evaluation of projects being consdered for inclusoninthe TIPas
most of the projects submitted for MAG federal fundswerefor CMAQ funds, which often could
not receive aCM S score. It wasimportant to obtain additiond and ongoinginput intothe CMAQ
rating system, especidly with regard to concerns by the State and Federal representatives.

Mr. Ward stressed the need for looking at the whole process, especialy the Committeg srolein
the process for such things as defining moda funding alocations. As a possble action, he
suggested that the Committee set up asubcommittee or working group to address the process and
the need for changes. Mr. Anderson noted that the Committee members had voiced the need for
revisiting the process a previous meetings of the TRC. He observed that any recommended
changes coming out of aworking group would probably not impact the next funding cycde for the
2003-2007 TIP, due to the short time frame, but would affect the following cycle for the 2004-
2008 TIP

Bryan Patterson made a motion, seconded by Chuck Eaton, to form an Ad Hoc working group
to discuss possible changes to the TIP development process. The motion was subsequently
gpproved by a unanimous vote of the Committee.

The Chairmanasked if there were any volunteers willing to participate in the working group. Ken
Driggs Michdle Korf, Chuck Eaton, Tami Rydl, ImBook and Chris Flumb dl indicated that they
would be interested in participating. Paul Ward told the Chairman that he would schedule thefirst
meeting of the working group approximatdy two weeks after today’ s meeting of the Committee.
Chairman Carpenter told the Committee members that if anyone else would like to participate in
the working group they should contact Mr. Ward.

Next Mesting Date

Chairman Carpenter told the Committeethat the next meating of the Committeewould be on April
24, 2001. Eric Anderson informed the Committee that Stuart Boggs would be leaving MAG to
become Manager of Transit Planning for the Regiond Public Transportation Authority. Chairman
Carpenter thanked Mr. Boggs for his service to the Committee and wished him good luck in his
new position at the RPTA.
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There being no further business, the Chairman adjourned the meeting at 11:47 p.m.
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